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Amendments to theJPrawiaga 
Fig. 7 is amended to add a missing "Yes" noiation between Blocks 735 and 730. As 
amended, this figure now aligns with its csorrespondirg text on Page 25, line 17 (discussing the 
"positive result" case). 

Thus, it can be seen that no new matter has been introduced. 
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REMARKS 

Hie speciflcadon has been amended Qaims 1 , 3 - 8, 1 3 - 14, 1 6 - 18, 20, and 22 - 24 
have been amended to clarify limitations thereof. Qaims 26- 30 liave been added. No new 
matter has been introduced with these amendments or added claims, all of which are supported in 
the specification as originally filed. Claims 1 - 30 are now in the application. 

I. Pmnnsed Dra winp Corrections 

A proposed replacement drawing is submitted herewith for Fig. 7. The correction made 
in this replacement drawing is discussed above in "Amendments to the Drawings". No new 
matto- is introduced with the replacement drawing. 

n. Reiection Under 35 TJ.S.C. SlOSCa^ 

Paragraph 2 of the Office Action dated January 1 1, 2005 (herein, "the Office Action") 
stales that Claims 1 - 25 are rqected under 35 U-S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over U. S. 
Patent 6,697,814 to Porter in view of U. S. Patent Publication 2002/0083168 to Sweeney et al. 
This rejection ts respectfully traversed 

Porter teaches techniques v/bexcby event records are created by a "service processor" or 
"session processor" (see, e,g., 410 and 412 of Fig. 4, as well a$ coL 7, lines 27, 3 1 - 33, 38, and 
45 - 46). Thp«' rptmrria ara modified while thev are sti ll at the service processor 412. 
After the mo rfifit-Jition. the event records are transmitted to a record processor 408a, 40»b- Upon 
arrival at tiie record processor, the events are processed — in tiie same form in vdiich they were 
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transmitted from the service processor 410. 

This approach of modifying events prior to transmission is discussed throughout Porter's 
specification. See, for example, Hties 9 - 12 of the Abstract ("Before beins^nt to a record 
processor, an event record is augmented emphasis added); coL 4, lines 55 - 56 and lines 64 - 
66 (" » processing instructions that are cpnvevcd witfaiix a service processing record and "... 
service processing records that are packaged with appropriate functionality, then f orwarde.4 

respectively, emphasis added); and col. 6, lines 53 - 55 the event records are processed 
by getteral-purpose record processors and the instructions for performing such processing are 
conveyed within the event records themsel ves**, emphasis added). 

See also coL 8, lines 65 - 67, statir« that the "mterpretable" records (I.e., those vrfiich 
have ahcady been augmented with processing instructions, according to Porter's disclosed 
technique) are 'IJien sent" (i.e,, after being augmented) to record processors. 

By contrast, Applicants' claimed invention is directed toward annotating everts after they 
are transmitted from the generating application. Porter fails to teach modificadotis of event 
records after they have been received at the record processors 408*, 408b* (See Porter's Rg. 10 
and its coinresponding text, bepnning St coL 18, line 24, which describes receipt of Porter's 
alread\h aupnented records, re&ired to therein as "an interpretablc".) 

Applicants have amended their independent claims to clarify that the receiving. 
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evaluating, and appending occur "at the management system", whUe the events Ihemselves are 
"generated by, and sent fiom, at least one application executing at the at least one managed 
device". Amendments to independent Claims 1, 14, and 20 also clarify that the "additional 
caiwbility^ is "for execution at the management system" where the appending takes place. 

Page 7, lines 6 - 8 of the Office Action states that "The cootroVservice processor [of 
Porter] ftmctiions in the same manner as disclosed for [Applicants'] event management system", 
and line 8 stales that the Examiner equates "the processor" in Porter's disclosure to Applicants' 
event management system. Porter uses tfie term "processor^ in several different connotations. 
Applicants respectfully submit thai in Porter's disclosed approach, record processors 408a, 408b 
execute the events, while the fnanipulation of the events occurs at service processor 410, where 
the events are initially generated (see Fig. 4 and col. 7, lines 27, 3 1 - 33, 38, and 45 - 46) - that 
is. befoiB the events are transmitted to the £ss^ process<M:s. 

Thus, Applicants lespectfiilly submit that Porter does not teach limitations of their 
uidepeodent Claims 1, 14, and 20 (or newly-added Claim 26). Sweeney also fails to teach 
receiving events at a management system and then, after rec eiving the events, programmatically 
appending an additional capability thereto, as clanned in Applicants' independent claims. 
Applicants theiefbre respectfully submit tiiat a combination of Porter with Sweeney (if, 
arguendo, that such combination could be made and one of skill in the art would be motivated to 
attempt such combination) fails to tender their independent Claims 1 , 14, and 20 (or newly-added 
Claim 26) ui^enlable. 
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Applicants also respectfiiUy submit th^t their dependent Claims 2 - 1 3, 1 5 - 19, and 21 



25 (as well as newly-added Claims 27 - 30) are therefore patentable over the references as well. 
The Examiner is therefore respectfiiUy requested to withdraw the §103 lejectioiL 

IlL ConcluslQn 

Applicants respectfully request reconsideration of the pendii^ rejected claims^ 
withdrawal of all pt^senlly outstanding rejections, and allowance of all claims at an early date. 

Respectfully submitted. 




Marcia L. Doubet 
Attorney for Applicants 
Reg. No. 40,999 



CustNbr for Corrrapondence: 43168 
Phone: 407-343-7586 
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